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O R D E R  

On May 15, 1984, Louisville Gas and Electric Company 

( " L G c E " ) ,  by counsel, filed its Petition for Limi ted  

Intervention, or in the Alternative, Full Intervention. The 

Motion Btates ,  among other things, that LG&E le a party to 

Administrative Case No. 251, Administrative Case No. 251-26 and 

the subsequent  appeal of the September 17, 1982 Commission Order 



I 

i n  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Case No. 251  to  the F r a n k l i n  C i r c u i t  C o u r t r  

t h a t  t h e  complaints h e r e i n  appear to raise i s s u e s  which may 

a f f e c t  LGsE's cable a t t a c h m e n t  f i l i n g s  i n  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Case N o .  

251-26 and Case  N o .  9043 and f u t u r e  r e v i s e d  t a r i f f  f i l i n g s ,  and  

t h a t  i t s  basic  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h i s  c o n s o l i d a t e d  p r o c e e d i n g  is the 

e f f e c t  it may have  upon LG&E's f i l i n g  i n  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Case No, 

251-26 and C a s e  N o .  9043 .  The Motion f u r t h e r  s t a t e s  t h a t  LGGE 

has an i n h e r e n t  in te res t  in t h e  t a r i f f  me thodo logy  p r o m u l g a t e d  by 

the Commission i n  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  C a s e  N o ,  2 5 1  and  t h a t  LG6E has a 

special  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h i s  c o n s o l i d a t e d  p r o c e e d i n g  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  

t h a t  t h e  Commission may a d d r e s s  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  C a s e  No. 251  

methodology.  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  LG&E requests  t h a t  i t  be g r a n t e d  

l i m i t e d  i n t e r v e n t i o n  or, should the p r o c e e d i n g  develop i n t o  a 

r e - e x a m i n a t i o n  of the i s s u e s  of methodology and  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  i t  

r e q u e s t s  t h a t  it be g r a n t e d  full i n t e r v e n t i o n  s t a tus .  

On May 1 7 ,  1984 ,  Kentucky Power Company ( "Ken tucky  

Power"), by c o u n s e l ,  filed a Motion to I n t e r v e n e  s t a t i n g  t h a t  i t  

was a p a r t y  to t h e  p r o c e e d i n g s  u n d e r  which t h e  Commission 

d e v e l o p e d  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  d e s i g n i n g  pole a t t a c h m e n t  tariffs and 

t h a t  it h a s  an abiding interest i n  any case pending b e f o r e  t h e  

Commission in which t h e  formula could be revised. 
On May 29, 1984 ,  the Kentucky Cable T e l e v i s i o n  Association 

('KCTA") , by counsel, f i l e d  a Memorandum i n  Oppos i t i on  to  U;&E's 

Motion s t a t i n g ,  among other t h i n g s ,  t h a t  KCTA has elected to 

c h a l l e n g e  o n l y  t h e  t a r i f f s  of t h e  t h r e e  t e l e p h o n e  u t i l i t i e s ,  that 

it does not oppose the other t a r i f f s  Including t h a t  of =&E, t h a t  

no o r d e r  e n t e r e d  by t h e  Commission w i l l  have  a n  e f f e c t  on  t h e s e  
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o t h e r  t a r i f f s ,  and  t h a t  KCTA d o e s  n o t  seek a n  o v e r a l l  r e v i s i o n  of 

methodo logy  b u t  o n l y  i ts  r e v i e w  a s  it i m p a c t s  t h e  pole a t t a c h m e n t  

rates of t h e  t h r e e  t e l e p h o n e  u t i l i t i e s .  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  KCTA 

r e q u e s t s  t h a t  t h e  Motion be d e n i e d .  

On May 29 ,  1984 ,  KCTA f i l e d  a s i m i l a r  Memorandum i n  

response to t h e  Motion of Kentucky Power. 

The C o m m i s s i o n ,  h a v i n g  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  P e t i t i o n ,  Mot ion ,  

Memoranda and  b e i n g  a d v i s e d ,  is of t h e  o p i n i o n  and f i n d s  t h a t  

LGsE and Kentucky Power s h o u l d  be g r a n t e d  l i m i t e d  i n t e r v e n t i o n  i n  

t h i s  c o n s o l i d a t e d  p r o c e e d i n g ;  however ,  t h e  Commission would p o i n t  

out t h a t  t h e  formal c o n f e r e n c e  s c h e d u l e d  J u n e  8 ,  1984 ,  a t  1 O : O O  

a.m., Eastern D a y l i g h t  Time, is for t h e  purpose of d i s c u s s i n g  

computations used by South C e n t r a l  B e l l  Telephone Company, 

General Te lephone  Company of Kentucky,  and C i n c i n n a t i  B e l l  f n c .  

i n  a p p l y i n g  t h e  me thodo logy  e s t a b l i s h e d  by t h e  Commission i n  

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Case No. 251 and is n o t  for t h e  p u r p o s e  of 

r e -examin ing  t h e  basic  methodology.  

I T  IS THEREFORE ORDERED T h a t  LG&E and Kentucky Power be 

and t h e y  h e r e b y  are g r a n t e d  l i m i t e d  i n t e r v e n t i o n .  

Done a t  F r a n k f o r t ,  Ken tucky ,  t h i s  6th day of June, 1984. 

ATTESTS 

Secretary 


